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The applicant is hereby invited to reply to this opinion 
When? 
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See the tjme limit indicated above. The applicant may before the expiration of that time Hmit, 
request this Authority to grant an extension, see Rule 66.2(d). 

For an informal communication with the examiner, see Rule 66.6. 
n no reply Is filed, the Internationa, preliminary examination report will be established on the basis of this opinion. 
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1. Basis of the opinion 

1 . With regard to the elements of the 
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Rule 55.2 and/br 55.3). 

□ contained in the international application in written form. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

listing has been furnished. 
4. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims, Nos.: 

□ the drawings, sheets: 

6. Additional observations, if necessary: 
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V Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regard to novelty .inventive step or industrial 
appSility. citations and explanations support.ng such statement 

1. Statement 
Novelty (N) 
Inventive step (IS) 
Industrial applicability (I A) 



Claims 
Claims 
Claims 



1-35: yes 
1 -35: yes 
1-35: yes 



2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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SEPARATE SHEET . 

1 . The following documents were cited in the international search report: 

D1 : US 2002/043465 A1 (RYLATT DENNIS BRIAN ET AL) 1 8 April 2002 (2002- 
04-1 8) 

D2: US-A-4 243 507 (MARTIN ARCHER J P ET AL) 6 January 1 981 (1 981 -01 - 

06) 

D3: EP-A-0 369 945 (ALIGENA AG) 23 May 1 990 (1 990-05-23) 
D4: RIGHETTI P G ET AL: 'Protein purification in multicompartment 
electrolyzers with isoelectric membranes' JOURNAL OF 
CHROMATOGRAPHY B: BIOMEDICAL SCIENCES & APPLICATIONS, 
ELSEVIER SCIENCE PUBLISHERS, NL, vol. 699, no. 1-2, 10 October 1997 
(1997-10-10), pages 105-115, XP004094992 ISSN: 1570-0232 
D5: US 2002/060154 A1 (VIGH GYULA) 23 May 2002 (2002-05-23) 

2 independent claim 1 meets the criteria set out in articles 35(2)-(4) PCT, because 
the prior art does not teach or fairly suggest such a method for separat.ng an 
ampholytic component by electrophoresis. 

The teaching of prior art is generally the separation of ampholytes at their pi Here 
the ampholytic component is separated in an non-isoelectric state (art.cle 33(2) 
PCT). 

2.2 The advantage over known isoelectric state separations is the velocity of the 
separation (article 33(3) PCT). 

3 Dependent claims 2-35 concern particular embodiments of the subject-matter of 
above independent claim 1 , and therefore, they fulfil the requirements of Articles 
33(2) - (4) PCT as well. 
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